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DETAILED ACTION 



1. This communication is responsive to amendment filed 07/1 1/2007 to the original 
application filed 04/15/2004. This action is made Final. 



Claims 1-16 are pending in the application. 



Specification 



2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

On page 2 of the specification, paragraph [002], related applications are blanks 
and required to be filled. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 

that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title 
before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 



4. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Messinger et al. (US Patent 7,000,187), hereinafter "Messinger". 
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As to independent claims 1 and 9, Messinger teaches method of modifying a user 
interface (fig. 1, label 20; col. 3, lines 21-37) for displaying structured database 
information (fig. 1, labels 14a and 14b; col. 4, lines 63-66) in two or more ordered steps 
(fig. 3 A, label 66; col. 6, lines 63-66) in work panes (fig. 2, labels 43 and 50 are the first 
and second panes (areas); col. 5, lines 63-65) of a window (labels 40a-40e, 40g is the 
GUI window in all applicable figures; col. 2, lines 21-24; col. 5, lines 45-48), comprising: 
displaying a first work pane (label 50 all applicable figures; col. 5, lines 63, shown 
(displaying) in main display area) having a first user interface pattern (col. 6, lines 4-6, 
providing a coach (guide or pattern)) associated with a first of the two or more sequential 
steps (fig. 3 A, label 66; col. 6, lines 63-66); 

displaying a second work pane (fig. 2, label 43; second pane (area); col. 5, lines 63-65, 
that a graphical area is the second pane) after display of the first work pane (label 50 all 
applicable figures; col. 5, lines 63, shown (displaying) in main display area), the second 
work pane having a second user interface pattern associated with a second of the two or 
more sequential steps (col. 5, lines 65-67; col. 6, lines 1-3, provide button for selection 
that initiates steps (guide/pattern); fig. 9, label 42b, 402a-402e; col. 10, lines 7-12); 
receiving a command from a user (fig. 1, labels 28, 29b; col. 5, lines 52-55, is a single 
command from the user via a pull down menu) to display the first work pane and the 
second work pane simultaneously (fig. 2, labels 43 and 50 are the first and second panes 
(areas); col. 5, lines 63-65, that the task list 43 and main display area are displayed at the 
same time); 
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and displaying the first work pane and the second work pane in the window (fig. 2, labels 
43 and 50 are the first and second panes (areas); col. 5, lines 63-65; label series 40a-40g 
is the GUI window in all applicable figures; col. 2, lines 21-24; col. 5, lines 45-48). 

The difference from claim 9 to claim 1 is Messinger further teaches the system 
comprising: a memory and a microprocessor in communication with the memory and 
programmed to (fig. 1, labels 10a- 10b; col. 5, lines 7-16; col. 6, lines 36-37, that 
computers 10a and 10b must have memory in order to function; Abstract, lines 1-7, that 
the computer 10a and 10b inherently have processor to be able to function). 

As to dependent claims 2 and 10, Messinger further teaches storing the command from 
the user (col. 5, lines 32-38, that the commands are stored and linked to the command 
bar, which can be invoked via drop down menus), so that the user interface always 
displays the first work pane and the second work pane simultaneously for the user (fig. 2, 
labels 43 and 50 are the first and second panes (areas); col. 5, lines 63-65, that the task 
list 43 and main display area are displayed at the same time). 

As to dependent claims 3 and 11, Messinger further teaches receiving a command from 
the user to display the first work pane prior to displaying the second work pane (col. 6, 
lines 4-12, that by selecting the command interface 52 in the main display area 50, 
triggers the task list 43 that is displayed in the second pane). 
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As to dependent claims 4 and 12, Messinger further teaches the command from the user 
is received through a contextual menu (fig. 1, labels 28, 29b; col. 5, lines 52-55, is a 
single command from the user via a pull down menu). 

As to dependent claims 5 and 13, Messinger further teaches the first user interface 
pattern is a form (fig. 9, label 410c; col. 10, lines 27-30, that a form is also known as an 
outline or a template which provides guidance). 

As to dependent claims 6 and 14, Messinger further teaches the first user interface 
pattern is a graph (fig. 9, label 410c; col. 10, lines 27-30; col. 6, lines 32-37, that a graph 
is also know as a diagram or illustration which provides guidance). 

As to dependent claims 7 and 15, Messinger further teaches the first user interface 
pattern is a data object display (fig. 9, label 410c; col. 10, lines 27-30; col. 6, lines 32-37, 
that a graph is also know as a diagram or illustration which provides guidance or 
purpose). 

As to independent claims 8 and 16, Messinger teaches a method of modifying a user 
interface (fig. 1, label 20; col. 3, lines 21-37) having a first pane for displaying a first user 
interface pattern (label 50 all applicable figures; col. 5, lines 63, shown (displaying) in 
main display area; col. 6, lines 4-6, providing a coach (guide or pattern)), a second pane 
for displaying a second user interface pattern (fig. 2, label 43; second pane (area); col. 5, 
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lines 63-65, that a graphical area is the second pane), and a third pane for displaying one 
or more related actions (fig. 13 A, label 400; col. 11, lines 57-67), comprising: 
(fig 13 A, labels 50, 43, 400; col. 11, lines 57-67, that as shown in screen view 40e all 
three panes are displayed); 

receiving an input from the user to show the second pane as a related action (col. 6, lines 
4-12, that by selecting the command interface 52 in the main display area 50, triggers the 
task list 43 that is displayed in the second pane); 

hiding the display of the second pane (col. 12, lines 45-52, that by logging out and 
disengaging the task list 43 is removing from the display so the selection becomes 
unavailable); 

and adding a link to the second user interface pattern to the one or more related actions 
(fig. 8, labels 380, 385, 390; col. 9, labels 57-64, that by adding to figure 2, label 43, is 
establishing a relationship to the second user interface pattern). 

The difference from claim 16 to claim 8 is Messinger further teaches the system 
comprising: a memory and a microprocessor in communication with the memory and 
programmed to (fig. 1, labels lOa-lOb; col. 5, lines 7-16; col. 6, lines 36-37, that 
computers 10a and 10b must have memory in order to function; Abstract, lines 1-7, that 
the computer 10a and 10b inherently have processor to be able to function). 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 07/1 1/2007 have been fully considered but they are 

not persuasive. Therefore, rejected to claims 1-16 is maintained. 

a. The applicant agues that Messinger fails to teach, "receiving a command from a user 
to display the first work pane and the second work pane simultaneously; and displaying 
the first work pane and the second work pane in the window". 

The examiner respectfully submits that Messinger specifically teaches receiving a 
command from a user (fig. 1, labels 28, 29b; col, 5, lines 52-55, is a single command 
from the user via a pull down menu) to display the first work pane and the second work 
pane simultaneously (fig. 2, labels 43 and 50 are the first and second panes (areas); col. 5, 
lines 63-65, that the task list 43 and main display area are displayed at the same time); 
and displaying the first work pane and the second work pane in a window (labels 40a- 
40e, 40g is the GUI window in all applicable figures; col. 2, lines 21-24; col. 5, lines 45- 
48). Based on labels 40a-40e, 40g is the GUI window in all applicable figures it clearly 
shows that the first and second pane (areas) are displayed at the same time with the 
exception of label 40f, which is clearly removed from display in figure 13B. Therefore, 
independent claim 1 and all dependent claims are not allowed as being anticipated by 
Messinger. 
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b. The applicant agues that Messinger does not show or suggest displayed more than 
one pane in the same window as discussed above, claim 8 is not anticipated by 
Messinger". 



The examiner respectfully submits that Messinger specifically teaches the sequence of 
features recited in claim 8 indicate that all three panes (fig 13 A, labels 50, 43, 400; col. 
1 1 , lines 57-67, that as shown in screen view 40e all three panes are displayed) are 
displayed in the same window (fig. 2, labels 43 and 50 are the first and second panes 
(areas); col. 5, lines 63-65; label series 40a-40g is the GUI window in all applicable 
figures; col. 2, lines 21-24; col. 5, lines 45-4; fig. 13 A, label 400, that label "400" is the 
third pane) Therefore independent claims 8, 9, 16 and all dependent claims are not 
allowed as being anticipated by Messinger. 



// is noted that any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered 
to be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied 
upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the 
art In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332- 33,216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) 
(quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F. 2d 1006,1009, 158 USPQ 275, 277 (CCPA 1968)). 

The Examiner notes MPEP § 2144.01, that quotes In re Preda, 401 F.2d 
825,159 USPQ 342, 344 (CCPA 1968) as stating "in considering the disclosure of a 
reference, it is proper to take into account not only specific teachings of the reference 
but also the inferences which one skilled in the art would reasonably be expected to 
draw therefrom. " Further MPEP 2123, states that "a reference may be relied upon for 
all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill the art, 
including nonpref erred embodiments. Merck & Co. v. Biocr aft Laboratories, 
874 F2d 804, 10 USPQ2d 1843 (Fed. Cir.), cert, denied, 493 U.S. 975 (1989). 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thuy Osberg whose telephone number is 571-270-1258. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:30AM-5:00PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
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more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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